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CAUCUSAPPENDICULATUSF. MOLLER, 1852 (CRUSTACEA:
COPEPODA): A REQUEST FORSUPPRESSIONUNDERTHE

PLENARYPOWERS. Z.N.(S.) 1839

By Robert R. Parker (Fislieries Research Board of Canada, Biological Station,

Nanaimo, B.C.)

The objective of the present application is to ask the International Com-
mission on Zoological Nomenclature to suppress, under its plenary powers, the

specific name appendiculatus F. Miiller, 1852 (published in the combination

Caligus appendiculatus), which is a practically forgotten name that recently was
discovered to be a senior synonym of the well established and currently used

name lacustris Steenstrup and Liitken, 1861 (published in the combination

Caligus lacustris).

2. One hundred and sixteen years ago F. Miiller (1852) wrote on the

relationship between the genera Caligus and Chalimus describing material

obtained from a freshwater fish of the species Rutilis rutilus (L.) (as Cyprinus

rutilus) found on the Baltic seashore. Almost as an aside, Miiller named and
figured an immature male (5th Chalimus stage) calling it Caligus appendiculatus

? and showed an enlarged drawing of the 2nd maxilliped of an adult male.

This binomen was mentioned by Nordmann (1864) but to my knowledge has

not been used since.

3. Steenstrup & Liitken (1861) described a female copepod, naming it

Caligus lacustris, which today is well known in European literature. Caligus

lacustris has been reported only from freshwater or from freshwater fishes

which have been found in estuarine waters of low salinity.

4. Richters (1876) gave a brief description of the male form of Caligus

lacustris; however, it was not until Redeke's (1939) paper that the male was
adequately described and figured. From a comparison of Miiller's and
Redeke's figures, it appears that Caligus lacustris is conspecific with Caligus

appendiculatus, the latter name having priority.

5. Since the name Caligus lacustris Steenstrup & Liitken (1861) has been

used in at least 58 publications, it may be considered to be in current use.

The name Caligus appendiculatus F. Miiller, 1852, to my knowledge has only

been used once since its original publication (viz. by Nordmann, 1864). There-

fore a strict application of the Law of Priority would cause unnecessary confusion

here, which can be prevented by the suppression of the senior of these two
specific names.

6. The concrete proposals that I now lay before the International Com-
mission on Zoological Nomenclature are that they

:

(a) make use of their plenary powers to suppress for purposes of the Law
of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy the specific

name appendiculatus F. Miiller, 1852 (Arch. Naturgesch. 18 (1) : 92) as

published in the binomen Caligus appendiculatus;
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(b) place on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology the name
lacustris Steenstrup & Liitken, 1861 (Skr. K. Danske Vindensk. Selsk.

(5) 5 : 15) as published in the binomen Caligus lacustris; and

(c) place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in

Zoology the name appendiculatus F. Miiller, 1852, as suppressed under

(a) above.

Drs. L. Margolis and Z. Kabata, both of the Fisheries Research Board of

Canada, Biological Station, Nanaimo, B.C., support the proposal that the

binomen C. lacustris be retained in preference to C. appendiculatus and that the

latter be placed on the Official Index of Rejected Names. Dr. Robert Ph.

Dollfus, of the Paris Museum, has indicated to me that he opposes such a

proposal. Dr. J. Chester Bradley, of Cornell University, sympathizes with

Dr. Dollfus but indicates the value of a ruling.


